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predispose a thinker to materialism, and may at the
same time lead him to attach particular importance
to the doctrine of heredity. But that doctrine only
takes note of facts which every theory has to state
in its own phraseology, and do not alter the ultimate
problem.

Let us, in fact, go back to our murderer. I am
not responsible, he says, because I am determined by
the processes in my brain. I am a mere machine,
grinding out one set of actions or another as external
accidents set my wheels and pulleys in motion. If
that argument be fatal to moral responsibility, or to
the belief that any truly moral action exists (a point
which I do not argue), it will no doubt remove the
moral element from the treatment both of murderers
and madmen. They might still require different
measures, just as we treat a machine differently when
we consider that it is not of the normal construction,
or that its various parts have somehow got out of
gear, so that we can no longer, for example, expect
that the mainspring will transmit its motion to the
wheels. But, in any case, if the dependence upon
the body be a fatal objection to morality in the
highest sense, the circumstance that the body is
made upon the plan of previously existing bodies
makes no additional difficulty. If we could suppose
every brain to be started afresh by a fortuitous con-
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